ps 


attac 


SAND IN THE WHEELS 


Weekly newsletter - n°16 - Wednesday 05" January 2000. 


HAPPY NEW YEAR 


Content 


1- An open letter to Mrs. Mary Robinson 
2- What has Seattle Left us With? 
3- Take Over the Tax Havens 


An open letter to Mrs. Mary Robinson 


United Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights 


Geneva 
6th January 2000 
Dear Mrs. Robinson, 


You have tried to intervene on Algeria, you were 
sympathetic when the Ireland-Algeria Solidarity 
Group approached you at the 1998 Human Rights 
Forum in Dublin so, as a member of that group, | 
turn to you in the hope that you can do something 
to prevent further tragedy in that country. 


Most people think - because that is what the press 
says - that over 100 000 people have died in 
Algeria since 1992 as a result of the activities of 
"Moslem terrorists". There was a time when even | 
thought that. 


Then, at the time of the massacres of the summer 
of 1997, the press revealed that the Algerian 
government bore a huge responsibility in the 
events. That is when we formed the IASG, to ask 
for an independent investigation on what was 
really going on in Algeria. We contacted various 
political figures in Ireland and it seems that most 
of them were well aware of the problem. Yet, after 
spending just one day in Algiers as a guest of the 
Algerian Government (9th December 1997), our 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. David Andrews 
reported to the EU Luxembourg Summit that the 
hands of the Algerian Government "were clean 
and anything they might do would be in the 
interest of protecting the welfare of the people." 


(Irish Times, 15th December 1997) You will think 
me very naive, but | was stunned. 


| started to read everything | could find on Algeria 
and discovered what you probably know because 
it is all there, in books, magazines, reviews. 
Algeria must be opened to the market economy, 
its resources must be privatised and that will be 
done at whatever cost: the loss of 460.000 jobs, 
the destruction of factories attacked by so-called 
"terrorists", the imprisonment of their directors on 
trumped-up charges, the rise of the "import- 
import" Mafia, the social dislocation, the 
fraudulent elections which the international 
community winces at but the result of which it 
effectively endorses. And the terror, the slaughter 
of the innocent. 


| never used to read the business pages of 
newspapers. Now, | read them first. That is where 
Human Rights violations originate, and not just 
where Algeria is concerned. 


| call upon you now because you wrote in the Irish 
Times (World Review '99) that we all bear a 
responsibility in violations of human_ rights, 
individually and collectively. You also talked about 
the need to prevent them rather than condemn 
them after the event. 


President Bouteflika's law on Amnesty (Loi sur la 
Concorde Civile) expires on the 13th of January. 
After that, he has warned that the repression 
would be terrible. 


Abdelkader Hachani, a moderate Islamist leader, 
had questioned this approach. He had called for 
those guilty of crimes - whatever side they 
belonged to - to be brought to justice. He felt that 
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there could be no reconciliation otherwise. He has 
since been murdered. 


President Bouteflika, who was elected in April in 
yet another dubious election, has only recently 
revealed the composition of his government. It 
was enough for most Algerians to look at the 
name of his Minister for Justice to know that 
nothing had changed. We are now all dreading the 
13th of January. 


Do the shareholders of BP-Amoco, Daewoo or 
Coca-Cola know the real price of their shares, 
their human cost? (The case of Coca-Cola setting 
up in Algeria, a country where water is rationed, is 
particularly sickening when you know that 
producing a can of coke wastes several times its 
volume of water.) How many lives is the free- 
market worth? What will happen after the 13th? 


| do not know what can be done and the worse 
thing is that | feel that the people who could do 
something to prevent further bloodshed already 
know everything | could tell them and probably 
more but have decided that some human lives 
were expendable for the sake of... what? What can 
justify such inhumanity? 


Please Mrs. Robinson, can you speak again on 
behalf of Algeria, now? 


Yours sincerely, 


Claudine Gaidoni <cgaidoni@eircom.net 





PS. to my friends in ATTAC. It is as a result of my 
involvement with AISG that | joined ATTAC. 


What has Seattle Left us With? 


Lee Changgeun (Secratary of 'Korean People's 
Action against Investment Treaties and the WTO’, 
KoPA & PICIS) 

<changgeun_lee@hotmail.com> 





The WTO negotiations in Seattle have ended 
without reaching an agreement and there have 
been many analyses about the results. There have 
been somewhat crude reports about the results of 
the Seattle negotiations being due to the actions 
and voices of the NGOs and the tens of thousands 
of activists on the streets in Seattle. However, we 
must be weary of being too self-complimenting 
about the results and analyze/evaluate the 
happenings in Seattle more closely and calmly, 
and based upon it, plan our future action. 


Clinton's remark upon arrival in Seattle that "the 
voices of the NGOs on the street should be heard" 
was a carefully calculated political move, one 
which was used to give weight to the U.S. 
government's position in the Seattle negotiations. 


The U.S. steadfastly held to its demand that 
global labor standards be put in place and be 
discussed at the WTO negotiations in relation to 
trade, despite opposition from the 3rd _ world 
countries(global labor standards were also one of 
the AFL-CIO's demands), and stressed it even 
more after the first day's intense demonstrations. 


This has led to the view that the movement was 
somewhat manipulated or used by the U.S. 
government to further its own interests. The fact 
that the AFL-CIO is supporting Al Gore and the 
Democratic Party, which Clinton is a part of, also 
supports this view. 


The relationship between labor standards and 
trade is one of the key issues which led to the 
negotiations breaking off without any results. It is 
a very sensitive issue, with a long history of clear 
differences between different parties, even among 
the people's movement organizations. Positions on 
this subject also clashed at the Seattle meetings. 
On the surface, it took the form of a standoff 
between the U.S.'s position that ‘countries which 
do not abide by the labor standards should be 
penalized' and the 3rd world countries' voice that 
‘labor standards are just another form of 
protectionism. ' 


However, it is not hard to figure out that the 
U.S.'s position on the subject serves the American 
capitalist class in that it allows for them 


to protect themselves from the cheap 3rd world's 
products, and the American working class in that 
it protects their jobs. The third world countries’ 
voice also takes the position of their own local 
capitalists since it enables local capitalists to 
continue the barbarous exploitation of workers. 


Neither one of the positions is valid in our search 
for the furthering of workers' rights and the 
people's basic rights on global scale. The AFL-CIO 
has demanded that labor standards be included as 
a topic at the WTO meetings. 


However, when we look back upon similar efforts 
at the NAFTA negotiations, we can see that 
committees and clauses for such standards in the 
NAFTA were powerless. It ended up serving the 
corporations in the end by giving the impression 
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that such standards were taken seriously by the 
NAFTA system. Such demands only serve to 
increase the power and authority of the WTO. As 
such trends continue, treaties and declarations, 
which are products of long-lasting international 
struggles by the people, such as the Universal 
Human Rights Declaration and the ILO Labor 
Standards can only lose their effectiveness and 
influence. 


What is presently needed are struggles to 
strengthen the authority and influences of such 
progressive declarations and treaties, and also to 
struggle for these standards and principles to be 
accepted at the national level. We believe that this 
is the minimum strategy to resist the free trade 
order of the WTO. 


It is possible to draw two principles in our future 

activities from Seattle. The first is that the 
discussions on labor and environmental standards 
must not go on inside the WTO system, in a way 
which strengthens the WTO's power and authority, 
but in a form which increases the authority and 
influence of other progressive international 
institutions or statements. The second is that the 
environmental and labor standards must be 
considered as a principle which should be ratified 
in each state, but along with these struggles to 
expose the reasoning of the ruling class in 
demanding these standards must also be included 
the struggles to prevent the products of these 
struggles serving their own interests. Workers in 
the North should remember that they have lost 
steadily their jobs under the name of restructuring 
and workout, even in the industrial areas which 
had not been faced the competition with the cheap 
3rd world's products. And workers in the South 
also should remember that local capitalists have 
oppressed the workers’ rights only for their higher 
profit. 


However, it is impossible to degrade the entire 
movement in Seattle as being 'manipulated' or 
‘'used' by the US government's position on the 
WTO negotiations. There were demonstrations and 
rallies all over the world, and even in Seattle, 
although the AFL-CIO  was_ the © biggest 
organization present, there were hundreds of 
other activists, farmers, environmental activists, 
feminists, and unemployed from hundreds of other 
organizations world-wide who did not agree with 
the AFL-CIO's views. There were also rank and file 
workers who did not agree with the leaderships 
views, who continued to participate in the 
demonstrations after the first day's AFL-ClO-led 
rally. The voices all over the world against the 


WTO, and the solidarity between hundreds of 
organizations in Seattle prevent the Seattle 
movement from being devalued. 


Even though the Seattle talks collapsed, the 
negociations on Agriculture and Services will be 
started from Jan. 1st, 2000. And the capitalists 
and imperialist countries will try again to launch 
the so-called 'New Round' next year. The Korean 
government also continues to maintain its policy 
of ‘liberalization and market openness' after the 
collapse of the Seattle talks. During the last 
negotiation for the Seattle talks, the government 
has made every endeavour to get some results in 
the issues of ‘customs valuation’ of non- 
agricultural products and ‘anti-dumping’ in which 
the Chae-bol, Korean big company , have strong 
interests. However, the government have no 
concern over the issues of agriculture, public 
services including education and _ healthcare, 
environmental services including drinking water, 
and patents on life in TRIPs which have affected 
and also will affect people's livelihood directly. The 
government only serves Chaebol and has no 
consideration for democracy, labor rights, ecology, 
human rights, and cultural diversity process of 
WTO negotiation. We, Korean people oppose 
strongly this kind of position of the government, 
all WTO talk for 'more liberalization and openness' 
and every plan to strengthen theWTOs power and 
authority. We support strongly the argument that 
Agreements on essential sectors to the people 
including Agriculture, Education, Health, Culture, 
and Drinking water must be taken out of the WTO. 
Even though we don't think that this is an 
alternative to the WTO, we believe that it can 
pave the way for our future struggles against 
globalization and the WTO. 


No to WTO! No to New Round! 


Take Over the Tax Havens 


Freedom of movement for capital. Same freedom 
for people ? 


There's a tax haven on your doorstep. 


What we usually call "tax havens" would be better 
named "pirate coves". They are a blight on both 
citizenry and international finance. Once there, 
the money from tax evasion, from graft, and from 
all mafia sources, is safe and cosy. However, 
nothing obliges us to go on putting up with these 
no-law zones of globalization. All it needs is for 
the political class, at the international level, to 
pluck up courage and confront the bankers who 
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make use of them. We'll quote just one figure : 
the total amount of private fortunes stacked away 
in the world's 55 recorded tax havens is estimated 
at 3,000 billion US $, or 15 % of the world G.N.P., 
by the Wall Street firm of brokers Meryl Linch 
(who know what they're talking about). 


These "havens" are not all situated on far-off 
tropical islands. In Europe, we have our very own 

Andorra, Dublin, the three Channel Isles, 
Gibraltar, the Isle of Man, Switzerland, 
Lichtenstein, Malta, Cyprus, the Vatican, 
Luxembourg (where financial services represent 
20 % of the country's G.I.P., more than the 
French national budget) - and, of course, Monaco. 
The Geneva appeal, signed by European judges 
who have been closely concerned with judicial 
inquiries into criminal financial affairs, revealed 
the difficulies in applying the law in this area, even 
in Europe. 


The political authorities, anxious to do nothing 
that would upset international finance, plead their 
powerlessness with regard to this phenomenon 
(while at times using these same circuits for their 
own less recommendable activities). 


Yet this criminality deprives the governments of 
tax revenues, which are embezzled on a massive 
scale. The result is, on the one hand, to place the 
full burden of the taxation needed to run a 
modern society on the shoulders of its workforce, 
and on the other hand, to reduce national 
budgets, especially where social expenditure is 
concerned (health, education, and community 
services). 


Means of action exist to redress this situation. 
ATTAC and other citizen movements demand: 


- that political representatives be challenged to 
affirm their real will to reform; 

- that parliamentary commissions be set up on tax 
and banking havens, and to define the possibilities 
for dismantling them. 


- on the European level, that the disappearance of 
these "havens" within Europe itself, and the 
harmonisation of tax rates, become realities; 

- improved transparency of the big international 
banks (listed by order of criminality, based on 
their involvement in laundering dirty money); 
-‘that the powers of cooperation on judicial 
matters be reinforced (as is already the case 
where terrorism is concerned) : so that mutual 
help replaces mutual hindrance in penal affairs; 
--that a supranational jurisdiction be set up to 
prosecute economic crimes (this could lead, in 
practice, to the creation of an International Penal 
Tribunal); 

--that international sanctions be devised for 
territories which aid and abet the criminal 
elements of the world economy : a computerized 
embargo on off-shore banks; the cancellation of 
all commercial transactions with a banking firm 
situated in a tax haven (the effectiveness of this 
measure was seen when the U.S.A. threatened to 
use it against Swiss banks in the case of the 
plunder of Jewish possessions by the Nazis). 


The existence of these "tax havens" is all the more 
offensive when seen in the context of the growing 
inequality everywhere in the world, including our 
Western societies. The response of governments 
to the unemployed who demand a raise of the 
minimum rates is not at all satisfactory, even 
though the funds exist - for instance, by dealing 
effectively with these famous no-law territories. 


ATTAC Marseilles joins the French association AC! 
("together against unemployment"), which is 
organizing a demonstration in Monaco’ on 
December 29th to demand an end to tax havens 
and a different distribution of wealth. 


Contact : Jean-Paul Garagnon (Tel: 33 (0)6 08 67 
08 82) or <marseille@attac.org> 





